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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed on March 8, 2007 has been considered but is ineffective to 
overcome the prior art reference and an action on the merits follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Tomayko 
(6,779,954) as noted in the previous Office Action (12/5/06). Tomayko discloses a motor 
assembly (fig. 1, 2) having a housing (10) containing a motor (col. 4, lines 59-60, a 
switch/operating controls (12), operating handles (fig. 2) attached to the housing; a fixed base 
(fig. 3) assembly into which said motor assembly can be removably installed, a depth adjustment 
mechanism (30) and a motor assembly locking mechanism for locking said motor assembly in 
said fixed base (col. 4, lines 65-68 to col. 5, lines 1-3). 
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Operating Handle 



Examiner notes the structure noted above in fig. 2 can be used as a handle to maneuver 
the motor assembly from the base (fig. 3). Further, Examiner notes that no structure as it relates 
to the handle has been positively recited. 

In the alternative, additionally, claims 32, 44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) 
as being anticipated by Kopras et al. (6,443,675). With regard to claim 32 and 44, Kopras 
discloses a router comprising a motor assembly (22) containing a motor (col. 8, lines 26-27) for 
driving an output shaft (figs. 1, 2) to which a bit holding mechanism (46, 48, 50) can be attached, 
operating handles (24, 26), operating controls (34, 90) and a fixed base assembly, into which said 
motor assembly can be removably installed. 

As to the recitation of operating handles, Examiner notes as noted above, no structure 
has been positively recited as it relates to the handles, therefore, because Kopras explicitly 
teaches handle grasping/gripping surfaces (26) attached to the motor housing for manually 
grasping a motor housing during operation, these surfaces serve in the capacity of handles. 
Additionally, Examiner notes handle (24). 
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With regard to claim 46, Kopras discloses a router motor assembly configured to be 
removably installed in a fixed base (56) and operate as a fixed base router or removably installed 
in a plunge base and operate as a plunge router, said motor assembly comprising a housing with 
a motor for driving output shaft to which a bit holding mechanism can be attached for holding a 
bit, operating handles attached to said housing for use by an operator, and operating controls. 
Examiner notes the claim does not positively recite the router motor assembly to be operable in a 
both a fixed base and plunge base to operate as both a fixed base router and plunge base router, 
but instead states, "or", i.e., one or the other. Accordingly, Kopras discloses the claimed 
invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 32, 33, 38, 39 and 44-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rusconi (5,590,988) in view of Long et al (6,474,375) as noted in the 
previous Office Action (12/5/06). With regard to claims 32, 33, 44 and 45, Rusconi discloses a 
motor assembly having a housing containing a motor, operating handles attached to the base, a 
fixed base assembly into which said motor assembly can be removably installed, a depth 
adjustment mechanism, and a motor assembly locking mechanism (figs. 1, 2). Rusconi does not 
disclose operating handles attached to the housing or depth adjustment knob. 
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Long discloses a fixed base assembly, motor housing assembly containing a motor (12) 
housing (18) , handles (16r, 161) attached to the motor housing and a depth adjustment knob. 
Because the references are from a similar art and deal with a similar problem, i.e. routing a 
workpiece via a hand router, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan at the time of the 
invention to construct or rearrange, Rusconi' s router to include the handles attached to the motor 
housing so as to better maneuver the router and a depth adjustment knob at a top side of the 
router motor housing for efficient depth control as taught by Long. 

As to the recitation "fixed base", Examiner notes the claim as written has not positively 
recited any structure as it relates to the "fixed base", further, Examiner notes, both Rusconi and 
Long teach a base at which a depth of cut can be fixed, thus a fixed base assembly. 

With regard to claim 38, Rusconi discloses a router comprising: a motor assembly 
having a housing containing a motor for driving an output shaft (9) to which a bit holding 
mechanism (10) can be attached, a plunge base assembly (fig. 1, 2) having a handles (1 1), a 
motor carrier assembly (3) and a sub-base structure having a planar bottom surface and a pair of 
spaced vertical guide posts (2) along which said motor carrier assembly can be vertically moved, 
said plunge base assembly having a motor assembly locking mechanism for removably locking 
said motor assembly in said motor carrier assembly (col. 3, lines 43-52; col. 4, lines 33-35) and a 
first depth control mechanism (12). Rusconi does not disclose handles attached to said housing 
or a plunge locking mechanism for holding said carrier assembly at a particular vertical position 
along said guide posts. Long teaches in a similar art, a router having a motor housing with 
operating handles (fig. 1) attached to the motor housing, the motor housing coupled to a plunge 
base assembly and a knob for efficient depth control. Long further teaches the plunge base 
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assembly having vertical guide posts for vertical movement of the motor housing along the guide 
posts, a plunge locking mechanism (36) for holding said carrier assembly at a particular vertical 
position along said guide posts (col. 2, lines 61-65). 

Because the references are from a similar art, and deal with a similar problem, i.e. depth 
control of a plunge base router, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to rearrange Rusconi such that Rusconi's handles were attached to 
the motor housing so as to efficiently control and maneuver the router and to provide Rusconi 
with a plunge locking mechanism for holding the router at a desired depth as taught by Long. 

With regard to claim 39, Rusconi does not disclose a depth adjustment controller as a 
knob located on the top side of the motor housing. 

Long teaches a depth adjustment controller knob on a top side of a motor housing. Long 
teaches this construction for ease of depth adjustment. As noted above, because the references 
are from as similar art, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to replace, Rusconi's depth adjustment controller (12, 13) with a knob 
depth adjustment controller on the top side of the motor housing for efficient depth adjustment as 
taught by Long. 

Additionally, claims 44-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rusconi (5,590,988) in view of Long et al (6,474,375) as noted in the Previous Office 
Action (12/5/06). With regard to claims 44 and 45, Rusconi discloses a motor assembly having a 
housing containing a motor, operating handles attached to the base, a fixed base assembly into 
which said motor assembly can be removably installed, a depth adjustment mechanism, and a 
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motor assembly locking mechanism (figs, 1, 2). Rusconi does not disclose operating handles 
attached to the housing or depth adjustment knob. 

Long discloses a fixed base assembly, motor housing assembly containing a motor (12) 
housing (18), handles (16r, 161) attached to the motor housing and a depth adjustment knob. 
Because the references are from a similar art and deal with a similar problem, i.e. routing a 
workpiece via a hand router, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan at the time of the 
invention to construct or rearrange, Rusconi's router to include the handles attached to the motor 
housing so as to better maneuver the router and a depth adjustment knob at a top side of the 
router motor housing for efficient depth control as taught by Long. 

As to the recitation "fixed base", Examiner notes the claim as written has not positively 
recited any structure as it relates to the "fixed base", further, Examiner notes, both Rusconi and 
Long teach a base at which a depth of cut can be fixed, thus a fixed base assembly. 

With regard to claim 46, Rusconi discloses the motor housing capable of operating in a 
fixed base or a plunge base assembly. As to the handles attached to the motor housing, see 
above with reference to either claim 44. Examiner notes that Rusconi explicitly discloses the 
motor housing completely removable from the base. Examiner further notes the claim does not 
positively recite the router motor assembly to be operable in a both a fixed base and plunge base 
or to operate as both a fixed base router and plunge base router, but instead states, "or", i.e., one 
or the other. 

With regard to claim 47, regarding the depth adjustment knob, Rusconi does not disclose 
a knob, however Rusconi does disclose depth adjustment. Long teaches a depth adjustment 
controller knob on a top side of a motor housing. Long teaches this construction for ease of 



Application/Control Number: 10/615,726 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3725 

depth adjustment. As noted above, because the references are from as similar art, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention to one having ordinary skill in the art to replace, 
Rusconi's depth adjustment controller (12, 13) with a knob depth adjustment controller on the 
top side of the motor housing for efficient depth adjustment as taught by Long, accordingly it 
would have been obvious to provide or replace Rusconi's depth adjustment device with a depth 
adjustment knob as taught by Long. 

As to the handles (elm. 48) both Rusconi and Long disclose handles having a portion. 
Long teaches handles having a horizontal shoulder portion, vertical grip portion extending to an 
elevation that can approve the elevation of the bottom of the base. For the reasons noted above 
with regard to claims 32 and 38, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to replace, 
Rusconi's handles with handles such as those having a horizontal shoulder portion and grip all 
attached to the motor housing for improved maneuvering of the motor housing as taught by 
Long. 

In the alternative, additionally, Claims 48 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kopras et al. (6,443,675) alone or in view of Tomayko (6,779,954). 
Kopras discloses handle (24) having horizontal shoulder portion extending from a side of said 
housing and which merges with a generally vertical grip portion extending downwardly from the 
shoulder portion, wherein operating controls (34) include an on/off switch located in the handle. 
Kopras does not disclose a pair of handles. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct Kopras having a pair of handles, because it 
has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only 
routine skill in the art. St Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 
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Moreover, Tomayko teaches in a closely related art a fixed base router having a pair of 
handles for improved operator handling and control. Accordingly it would have been obvious to 
the skilled artisan at the time of the invention to construct Kopras having a pair or handles, or 
two opposing handles as taught by Tomayko for improved operator control during operation. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 1-22 are deemed allowable 

Claims 34-37 and 40-43 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
For the reasons noted in the previous Office Action (12/5/06). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with have been carefully considered but are not deemed 
persuasive. Applicant remarks are drawn to the failure of prior art Tomayko to disclose or fairly 
suggest operating handles. This argument however is not found persuasive, because the claimed 
invention is silent to any structure as it relates to the handles, therefore, any surface of the router 
to which an operator may grasp can and does serve as an operating handle. 

In response to Applicant's argument that Rusconi's base, cannot be considered both a 
fixed and plunge base. Examiner notes that the claimed invention merely states a fixed base 
(elm. 32) and a plunge base (elm. 38) because Rusconi clearly discloses structure to vertically 
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adjust the router bit depth and to fix the base at the desired vertical depth and further because the 
claims fail to recite any structure as it relates to the base (i.e., there is no structure positively 
recited that differentiates the fixed base assembly from that of the plunge base assembly), but 
instead merely recite a fixed and plunge base the claims are not deemed patentable over the prior 
art. Examiner further notes that because claims 32 and 38 are independent, the claims stand 
alone and the prior art may be taken in the broadest interpretation of the claim to read on both 
claims. To state structure, as a fixed base as it relates to one claim is independent, i.e. unrelated 
structure of another independent claim. Accordingly the rejections are maintained. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shelley Self whose telephone number is 571-272-4524. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Derris Banks can be reached on 571-272-4419. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit*! 3725 
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